	This form is completed by the project sponsor and is sent to the Consultation Partners immediately after an MPO schedules a conference call with them. The data in this form is necessary for the Consultation Partners to decide whether the proposed project is a project of local air quality concern (POAQC) in accordance with 40 CRF 93.123. 
Notes: 
1. If the project is one of the “Not a POAQC” project types, complete the remainder of form only if the project is also within a nonattainment or maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO). Include appropriate backup documentation to support the claim and coordinate this form with the Consultation Partners for their concurrence. 
2. Less than 10,000 diesel trucks may be used as a screening threshold when the phrase “significant number of diesel vehicles” is referenced in the below criteria for roadways and intersections [endnoteRef:1],[endnoteRef:2] [1:  In the final EPA PM2.5 and PM10 Hot-Spot Analyses in Project-Level Transportation Conformity Determinations for the New PM2.5 and Existing PM10 National Ambient Air Quality Standards Rule (71 Federal Register page 12491, March 10, 2006), EPA provided examples of projects that are and are not projects of air quality concern.  The only roadway example in the rule and subsequent EPA guidance providing insight into what constitutes a significant number of diesel vehicles was a new highway with 125,000 AADT and 8% trucks, which calculates to 10,000 trucks per day. In addition, using the Transportation Pooled fund’s Scoping Study to Identify Potential Project Types and Situations That Will Not Create PM Hot Spots, June 2015:  10,000 trucks per day in 2006 = 14,000 trucks per day in 2020. So, 10,000 trucks per day is a conservative number as emission rates are lower now than in 2006.]  [2: 2 Pursuant to 30 TAC 114.260(d)(2)(A)(vii) the consultation partners verbally agreed on May 14, 2018 that less than 10,000 diesel trucks per day (AADTT) is an approved threshold for ‘significant number of diesel vehicles’ for a roadway.  Written email confirmation from the consultation partners was received by FHWA on 06/14/18; EPA on 09/05/18; and TCEQ on 06/28/18.] 


	I.  Project Details 

	Project Element
	Describe

	Requested Decision Date
	<Enter Date>
	Is date tied to funding loss?
	 ☐ Yes  ☐ No

	CSJs[endnoteRef:3] [3:  Start with the primary CSJ followed by subsequent associated CSJs] 

	<Enter CSJ Number>

	Location -County/City/Roadway Name/Mile-Post[endnoteRef:4] [4:  Attach a map showing the proposed project site.] 

	<Enter Project Location>

	Project Description[endnoteRef:5] [5:  Provide sufficient detail to assess project. QA/QC any backup information so that the project description clarifies any changes that occurred with the project design concept and scope over time. References to consider include but are not limited to the MTP, STIP, location map, and schematic. ] 

	<Enter Description>

	Project Type  
	<Enter Project Type>

	Project Sponsor  
	<Enter Project Sponsor>

	Letting Date
	<Enter Letting Date>

	ETC Year[endnoteRef:6] [6:  Estimated Time of Completion (ETC) year is the year in which the project will be completed and open to the traffic.] 

	<Enter ETC Date>

	Other
	

	Not a POAQC Project Type[endnoteRef:7] [7:  Projects identified as not being of air quality concern in EPA rule (71 Federal Register page 12491).] 


	☐ Yes  ☐ No
	An intersection channelization project or interchange configuration project that involves either turn lanes or slots, or lanes or movements that are physically separated. These kinds of projects improve freeway operations by smoothing traffic flow and vehicle speeds by improving weave and merge operations, which would not be expected to create or worsen PM NAAQS violations

	☐ Yes  ☐ No
	Intersection channelization projects, traffic circles or roundabouts, intersection signalization projects at individual intersections, and interchange reconfiguration projects that are designed to improve traffic flow and vehicle speeds, and do not involve any increases in idling. Thus, they would be expected to have a neutral or positive influence on PM emissions.





	II. Reasons for a Determination from the Consultation Partners

	Check any boxes that apply

	1.
	☐
	A new or expanded highway project that primarily services gasoline vehicle traffic (i.e., does not involve a significant number or increase in the number of diesel vehicles), including such projects involving congested intersections operating at Level-of-Service D, E, or F.[endnoteRef:8] [8:  Less than 10,000 diesel trucks per day is an approved threshold for ‘significant number of diesel vehicles’ for a roadway/intersection.] 


	2.
	☐
	Project where FHWA or FTA is the federal lead agency.

	3.
	☐
	The proposed project is located within a PM10 non-attainment or maintenance area.

	4.
	☐
	The proposed project is located within a CO non-attainment or maintenance area.

	Applies to
	Criteria
	Explanations

	5.
	☐
	PM 
	New/expanded highway project with a significant number of diesel vehicles[endnoteRef:9] [9:  Less than 10,000 diesel trucks per day is an approved threshold for ‘significant number of diesel vehicles’ for a roadway/intersection.] 

	

	6.
	☐
	PM 
	New exit ramp or other highway facility improvement project to connect a highway or expressway to a major freight, bus, or intermodal terminal
	

	7.
	☐
	PM
	Affects an intersection that is at or will change to a Level-of-Service D, E, or F with significant number of diesel vehicles[endnoteRef:10] [10:  Less than 10,000 diesel trucks per day is an approved threshold for ‘significant number of diesel vehicles’ for a roadway/intersection.] 

	

	8.
	☐
	PM
	New/expanded bus or rail terminal or transfer point with a significant number of diesel vehicles congregating at a single location
	

	9.
	☐
	PM
	In or affects a location, area, or category of site identified in the applicable PM State Implementation Plan or Implementation Plan submission, as a site of violation or possible violation
	

	10.
	
	CO
	Affects locations, areas, or categories of sites identified in the applicable CO State Implementation Plan as sites of violation or possible violation
	Not applicable to El Paso because the limited maintenance plan does not identify any sites of violation or possible violation.

	11.
	☐
	CO
	Affects intersections that are at Level-of-Service D, E, or F, or those that will change to Level-of-Service D, E, or F because of increased traffic volumes related to the project
	

	12.
	
	CO
	Affects one or more of the top three intersections in the nonattainment or maintenance area with highest traffic volumes, as identified in the applicable State Implementation Plan
	Not applicable to El Paso because the limited maintenance plan does not identify these intersections.

	13.
	
	CO
	Affects one or more of the top three intersections in the nonattainment or maintenance area with the worst level of service, as identified in the applicable State Implementation Plan
	Not applicable to El Paso because the limited maintenance plan does not identify these intersections.
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	III. Available Network Section Traffic Data for the Project[endnoteRef:11] [11:  Attach any traffic data and analysis that is pertinent to this project. Do not include old or outdated traffic information if it has subsequently been updated or revised. Provide rationale if traffic projections for both the build and no-build alternatives are the same.] 


	Use all available traffic data to fill out the table, and include a reference to the source of the traffic data in the field below the table. This information should be provided for each intersection and interchange and for each section of the proposed project delineated in the traffic analysis. If the number of project sections causes this table to exceed one page, then please repeat this table on another page.

	SECTION
(Include a separate row for each section, intersection, interchange)
	<ETC Year>
No-Build
	<ETC Year>
Build
	<Design Year>
No-Build
	<Design Year>
Build
	
<ETC Year>
No-Build
	<ETC Year>
Build
	<Design Year>
No-Build
	<Design Year>
Build

	
	Annual average daily traffic (AADT)
	Level of Service (LOS)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Truck percentage, daily or peak-hour (T)[endnoteRef:12] [12:  The percent truck factor will likely overestimate the number of diesel trucks on the roadway because it incorporates both diesel and gas powered delivery and service trucks in the total.] 

	Delay (sec/veh)

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Average speed (mph)
	Other

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	






image1.png
Texas
Department
of Transportation




